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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 3/23/2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that MacGregor fails to teach the consolidation of computing 
resources. Instead, MacGregor intends to teach "aggregation" or "grouping" as alleged 
by applicant. 

Examiner is not persuaded. 

In The Random House College Dictionary, "consolidate" is generally defined as 
to bring together (separate parts) into a single whole; unite; combine. 

This definition is perfectly fit with the definition of "aggregation" or "grouping" 
which combines or uniting information. 

Further, on page 2 of a 1995 article from OLAP council, the term "Aggregate" is 
simply equated to "Consolidate". 

The above articles are attached for the purpose of supporting Examiner's initial 
position to clarify the definitions of the "aggregate" and "consolidate". 

Applicant argues that MacGregor does not teach or suggest "facilitate 
consolidation of services performed on at least one of the computing devices, the 
consolidation resulting in the moving of at least one of the services to a commuting 
device other than the computing device providing the service". Instead, MacGregor 
discloses relaying network management events from a plurality of servers to a single 
management console (i.e., chat window) as alleged by applicant. 

Examiner is not persuaded. 
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Relaying network managements events to a console can be read as moving the 
events as service to another console as a computing device. 

Further, in paragraph [0008], MacGregor teaches that "...the network 
management capability to acquire, cache, transfer, store... network management 
information from diverse network components. . . Network management events from 
disparate and diverse network entities are sent to one or more instant messaging 
"group chat" environments to facilitate the consolidation..." 

The above paragraph clearly shows that the network management event 
information is moved (e.g. transferred, sent) to a user device to facilitate the 
consolidation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 7-10, 12-17, 19, 21, 23-26, 28-32 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In Claim 1 , lines 3, 5, 9, 1 1 , 12, "the services" lacks antecedent basis. And line 
1 1 , "a computing device" is vague whether it refers to the previous claimed "first 
computing device" or "second computing device". 

In Claim 17, line 3, 6, 12, 14, 15, "the services" lacks antecedent basis. And line 
14, "a computing device" is vague whether it refers to the previous claimed "first 
computing device" or "second computing device". 
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Claims 3, 5, 7-1 0, 1 2-1 6, 1 9, 21 , 23-26, 28-32 are vague by virtue of their 
dependency on claims 1 and 17. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 7-10, 12-17, 19, 21, 23-26, 28-32 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by MacGregor et al. (US2005/01 02382). 

Regarding Claim 1 , MacGregor (US2005/01 02382) discloses a method for use in 
consolidating computing devices (See Abstract, figs. 2, 4, 5), comprising: 

storing in at least two data sets (Abstract, [0018]-[0024], [0031], [0036]-[0039], 
[0048]), the at least two datasets each comprising information indicative of the 
characteristics of the services provided by at least a first computing device and a 
second computing device (See figs. 2, 4, 5), wherein the datasets describe the 
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information in a markup language ([0031], [0037]), and wherein the service 
characteristics comprise at least one of: system parameters (See [0020]. The 
management interface manages the terminal, network, protocol. These elements 
control the connectivity of the network; consolidation of network events, [0008]), 
executable process parameters (See [0030]. The server provides security access 
control for network user. Therefore, the user or owner must provide identifications to 
the server for determining whether the access is granted or not), and computing device 
database definition parameters (Abstract, [0022]), user messages ([0034]), defaults 
([0037], [0042], Type of network element); 

loading the at least two datasets into a database ([0031]) so that the at least two 
datasets can be compared ([0031]. Since some certain parameters can be more 
important, the parameters of the data sets are inherently compared in order to find the 
importance) to each other to facilitate consolidation of services performed on at least 
one of the computing devices (Abstract, [0008]), the consolidation (e.g. consolidation of 
network events) resulting in the moving of at least one of the services (e.g. 
consolidation of network events) (paragraph [0008]) to a computing device (user device) 
other than the computing device providing the service (since it is the management 
server provides the services, not the user device). 

Regarding Claim 3, MacGregor discloses that the markup language is XML (See 
[0031], [0037]). 

Regarding Claim 5, MacGregor discloses that the system parameters comprise 
at least network connectivity (See [0020]. The management interface manages the 
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terminal, network, protocol. These elements control the connectivity of the network), 
disk space ([0029]). 

Regarding Claim 7, MacGregor discloses the executable process parameter 
comprises at least process owner (See [0030]. The server provides security access 
control for network user. Therefore, the user or owner must provide identifications to 
the server for determining whether the access is granted or not.) 

Regarding Claim 8, MacGregor discloses that the relational database ([0031]) 
inherently comprises a table (See Microsoft computer dictionary) for maintaining system 
information for the at least one computing device (such as storing information). 

Regarding Claim 9, MacGregor discloses that the relational database ([0031]) 
inherently comprises a table (See Microsoft computer dictionary) wherein the table 
maintains information related to executable processes on a computing device (such as 
storing information related to access control to authenticated users to run the software 
for communicating the network). 

Regarding Claim 10, MacGregor discloses that the relational database ([0031]) 
inherently comprises a table (See Microsoft computer dictionary) wherein the table 
contains information related to modules (any software, e.g. windows, C++, java, 
network, internet, etc) on a computing device (See [0036]) that are used by a process 
(all software run by process). 

Regarding Claim 12, MacGregor discloses the computing devices database 
definition parameters comprises at least function (Abstract, [0022]), user messages 
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([0034]), defaults ([0037], [0042], Type of network element), stored procedure 
(procedure that run the software), triggers ([0037]). 

Regarding Claim 13, MacGregor discloses the relational database inherently 
comprises a database name table (See Microsoft computer dictionary) for maintaining 
the names of the computing device database ([0037], [0040]-[0042]. Since all data are 
stored in the table of the database, the names of the user, server, cell are stored in the 
table as well). Further, MacGregor discloses that tables are within database ([0048]) 

Regarding Claim 14, MacGregor's database inherently discloses the table 
maintains computing device database names ([0037], [0040]-[0042]. Since all data are 
stored in the table of the database, the names of the user, server, cell are stored in the 
table as well). Further, MacGregor discloses that tables are within database ([0048]). 

Regarding Claim 15, MacGregor discloses the database inherently comprises 
column table maintaining column names (e.g. attribute names) (See Microsoft 
computing dictionary). 

Regarding Claim 16, since the computer code or program must be stored in the 
database before execution, therefore MacGregor database inherently comprises a table 
of storing or containing trigger ([0046], claim 11), function (abtract, [0040], [0041]), 
procedure (procedure or process to execute or run any software). 

Regarding Claim 17, MacGregor discloses a system for comparing computing 
device parameters (See Abstract, figs. 2, 4, 5, [0019]-[0023]), comprising: 

at least one storage device storing at least two datasets (Abstract, [0018]-[0024], 
[0031], [0036]-[0039], [0048]), the at least two datasets each comprising information 
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indicative of the characteristics of the services provided by at least a first computing 
device and a second computing device (See figs. 2, 4, 5), wherein the dataset files 
describe the information in a markup language ([0031], [0037]), and wherein the service 
characteristics comprise at least one of: system parameters (See [0020]. The 
management interface manages the terminal, network, protocol. These elements 
control the connectivity of the network; consolidation of network events, [0008]), 
executable process parameters (See [0030]. The server provides security access 
control for network user. Therefore, the user or owner must provide identifications to 
the server for determining whether the access is granted or not), and computing device 
database definition parameters (Abstract, [0022]), user messages ([0034]), defaults 
([0037], [0042], Type of network element); 

a database ([0031]) having tables configured to accept data from the data set 
files (0048]); and, 

a set of computer-readable instruction capable of loading the data from the at 
least two datasets into the tables of the database ([0031], [0048]) so that the at least 
two datasets can be compared ([0031]. Since some certain parameters can be more 
important, the parameters of the data sets are inherently compared in order to find the 
importance) to each other to facilitate consolidation of services (e.g. consolidation of 
network events) performed on at least one of the computing devices, the consolidation 
e.g. consolidation of network events) (paragraph [0008]) resulting in the moving of at 
least one of the services to a computing device (user device) other than the computing 
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device providing the service (since it is the management server provides the services, 
not the user device). 

Regarding Claim 1 9, MacGregor discloses that the markup language is XML 
(See [0031], [0037]) 

Regarding Claim 21 , MacGregor discloses that the system parameters 
comprises at least network connectivity (See [0020]. The management interface 
manages the terminal, network, protocol. These elements control the connectivity of the 
network), disk space ([0029]). 

Regarding Claim 23, MacGregor discloses the executable process parameter 
comprises at least process owner (See [0030]. The server provides security access 
control for network user. Therefore, the user or owner must provide identifications to 
the server for determining whether the access is granted or not.) 

Regarding Claim 24, MacGregor discloses that the relational database ([0031]) 
inherently comprises a table (See Microsoft computer dictionary) for maintaining system 
information for the at least one computing device (such as storing information). 

Regarding Claim 25, MacGregor discloses that the relational database ([0031]) 
inherently comprises a table (See Microsoft computer dictionary) wherein the table 
maintains information related to executable processes on a computing device (such as 
storing information related to access control to authenticated users to run the software 
for communicating the network). 

Regarding Claim 26, MacGregor discloses that the relational database ([0031]) 
inherently comprises a table (See Microsoft computer dictionary) wherein the table 



Application/Control Number: 10/549,504 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2163 

contains information related to modules (any software, e.g. windows, C++, java, 
network, internet, etc) on a computing device (See [0036]) that are used by a process 
(all software run by process). 

Regarding Claim 28, MacGregor discloses the computing devices database 
definition parameters comprises at least function (Abstract, [0022]), user messages 
([0034]), defaults ([0037], [0042], Type of network element), triggers ([0037]). 

Regarding Claim 29, MacGregor discloses the relational database inherently 
comprises a database name table (See Microsoft computer dictionary) for maintaining 
the names of the computing device database ([0037], [0040]-[0042]. Since all data are 
stored in the table of the database, the names of the user, server, cell are stored in the 
table as well). 

Regarding Claim 30, MacGregor's database inherently discloses the table 
maintains computing device database names ([0037], [0040]-[0042]. Since all data are 
stored in the table of the database, the names of the user, server, cell are stored in the 
table as well). Further, MacGregor discloses that tables are within database ([0048]). 

Regarding Claim 31 , MacGregor discloses the database inherently comprises 
column table maintaining column names (e.g. attribute names) (See Microsoft 
computing dictionary). 

Regarding Claim 32, since the computer code or program must be stored in the 
database before execution, therefore MacGregor database inherently comprises a table 
of storing or containing trigger ([0046], claim 11), function (abtract, [0040], [0041]), 
procedure (procedure or process to execute or run any software). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The Random House College Dictionary defines "aggregate" and 
"consolidate". The OLAP council published definitions on "aggregate" and 
"consolidate". 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Wilson Lee whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1824. 

Papers related to the application may be submitted by facsimile transmission. 
Any transmission not to be considered an official response must be clearly marked 
"DRAFT". The official fax number is (571 ) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



6/19/2010 



/Wilson Lee/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2163 



